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There cannot be the negation of the unapprehended
object.

6) Can negation be the dispelling (nivriti) of ajnana ?
No, for, in such a case, all the knowledges that dispel ajn-
ana will have to constitute negation only.

Then what is negation ? Ajnana has brought about the
cognition of an object and this cognition does not give us
the knowledge of its 'adhishthana^. Now negation not only
dispels the cognised object but also ajnana which is its
cause. It gives us the knowledge of the 'adhishthana' also.

Then, is negation the dispelling of ajnana along with
its product which is cognised here and now ? Or is it the
dispelling of ajnana whose products has obtained its 'laya'
(involution) in itself ?

There is the cognition of silver in the shukti. Let us
assume that later on the mind wanders after some other
object. Then again the eye comes back and ha? the cantact
wuh shukti. There arises the knowledke of the 'adhishth-
ana' and the ajnana is dispelled. Here we do not have the
^hvansa' (destruction) of the immediate product (karya) of
ajnana. Thus the first alternative is too narrow. The
second alternative is not applicable in the case of ajnana
which is dispelled along with its present or immediate pro-
duct.

But in both the cases theie is negation in so far as we
have the dispelling of ajnana whish has evolved itself in the
form of the product. This is the definition of 'negation';

and negation has its meaning only in the dispelling of such
as 'anavabodha' (non-konwiedge). Hence 'badhyatva* is
taken to be 'mithyatvam'.